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JL  HERE  is  nothing  that  can  be  thought  to  require  an  anfwer  in 
this  Publication,  but  the  affertion  that  the  fuccefs  of  Mr'TheU 
wall's  lectures  in  this  city  was  obftructed  by  the  efforts  of  a 
confederacy.  If  Mr  Thelwall  himfelf  believe  this,  he'muft  have 
a  very  exalted  idea  of  a  conspiracy  that  could  difpofe,  at  its 
pleafure,  of  the  patronage  of  this  *  intellectual  city;'  and  a  ftill 
more  exalted  idea  of  himfelf,  who  was  thought  worthy  of  being 
made  the  object  of  fuch  a  confederacy.  Unfortunately  for  both 
parties,  however,  the  aifcrtion  is  entirely  without  foundation. 
The  individuals  alluded  to  poffefs  no  controul  over  the  public 
opinion;  and  it  certainly  never  occurred  to  them  that  the  lectures 
of  Mr  Thelwall  were  of  importance  enough  for  them  to  con 
federate  either  for  their  fupport  or  their  fupprefiion.  The  idea 
of  fuch  a  confederacy,  indeed,  muil  be  altogether  ridiculous  to 
thofe  who  know  the  place  and  the  perfons ;  but  as  nothing  is 
absolutely  incredible,  that  only  fuppofes  extreme  folly  in  young 
men,  it  is  proper  that  thofe  facts,  as  to  which  Mr  Thelwall  has 
publiftied  his  conjectures,  mould  be  corre&ly  ftated  by  thofe  to 
whom  they  muft  neceffarily  be  known. 

Mr  Jeffrey,  to  whom  MrTheiwall  has  been  pleafed  to  afcribe  the 
formation  of  this  dark  confpiracy,  entered  the  room  on  the  night 
of  what  Mr  Thelwall  calls  hU  probationary  lecture,  after  the  firft 
act  of  the  performance  was  over;  and  confcquently  had  not  the 
fatisfaction  of  hearing  that  animated  apoftrophe  to  the  malignity  of 
reviewers  which  is  faid  to  have  produced  fo  much  uneafinefs  in  a 
part  of  the  audience,  Mr  Jeffrey  came  in  company  with  a  fingie 
friend;  and  one  other  perfon  had  mentioned,  in  the  morning,  that 
he  wo u  14  probably  be  there  alfo.  With  the  exception  of  thefe  two 
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perfons,  Mr  Jeffrey  had  not  the  (lighten:  reafon  to  fuppofe  that 
he  fhould  meet  with  a  fingle  individual  of  his  acquaintance  in 
the  courfe  of  the  evening ;  and  it  is  an  unqueftionable  fa&,  that 
neither  to  thofe  two  friends,  nor  to  any  other  perfon,  had  he 
intimated  any  defign  of  oppofition  to  the  lecturer,  or  concerted 
with  them  any  plan  of  behaviour.  There  was  not  an  individual, 
indeed,  among  thofe  whofe  gravity  was  afterwards  fo  unfortu 
nately  difcompofed,  who  had  formed  any  clear  conception  of 
the  fort  of  entertainment  they  were  to  re'ceive.  Some  of  them 
certainly  expected  a  difplay  of  confiderable  oratorical  talents  5 
and  they  of  courfe  laughed  the  loudeft.  Mr  Jeffrey  was  not 
near  the  fcreen  during  any  part  of  the  performance ;  and  though 
he  changed  his  feat  once  in  the  courfe  of  the  evening,  he  had 
all  along  the  benefit  of  a  full  view  of  MrThelwall's  countenance  j 
who,  according  to  the  common  rules  of  optics,  muft  have  had 
the  fame  advantage  as  to  him.  He  was  not  at  all  in  the  Court 
of  Judiciary  from  the  time  of  the  leclure  till  after  the  publica 
tion  of  the  Letter ;  and  never  in  his  life  uttered  a  word,  that  he 
knows  of,  in  Mr  ThelwalFs  hearing.  There  is  reafon  therefore 
to  fear,  thatMrThelwaU's  phyfiognomical  obfervations  have  been 
inade  on  a  wrong  fubje£l. 

As  this  fimple  flatement  of  the  facl  (for  the  accuracy  of 
which,  all  thofe  who  had  any  opportunity  of  knowing  are  ready 
to  give  their  teilimony)  puts  an  end  to  every  idea  of  a  con- 
ipiracy,  it  is  no{  absolutely  neceffary,  perhaps,  to  explain  how 
the  laughter  was  excited, -or  to  what  degree  it  was  indulged. 
For  the  information  of  thofe,  however,  who  might  otherwife 
be  milled  by  the  eloquence  of  Mr  Thelwall's  defcription,  it 
may  not  be  amifs  to  obferve,  that  the  laughter  throughout 
was  of  the  moil  moderate  and  decorous  nature  imaginable, 
being  entirely  of  that  fupprefied  or  (mothered  kind  which 
takes  place  when  the  fenfe  of  propriety  is  overcome  by  any 
thing  irrefiftibly  ludicrous.  There  was  no  hiding,  or  hoot 
ing,  or  exclamation,  or  any  voluntary  fymptom  cf  unbe 
coming  emotion  whatfoever.  The  tittering,  however,  was  cer- 
|ainly  pretty  general ;  fince,  out  of  about  eighty  perfons  who 

were 


were  prefent,  upwards  of  twenty  have  avowed  it  to  the  writer  of 
this  (latement. 

Thofe  who  have  had  the  good  fortune  to  hear  Mr  Thelwall 
recite  the  MarTacre  of  Bangor,  or  the  Ode  to  the  Paflions,  will 
be  at  no  lofs  to  comprehend  the  caufe  of  this  phenomenon.  The 
whole  recitations,  indeed,  were  inimitable,  and  appeared  to  be 
confiderably  fuperior  in  effect  to  any  reprefentation  of  Sylvefter 
Daggerwood,  or  Dick  the  Apprentice,  that  has  been  lately  exhi 
bited  in  this  country.  If  any  man,  with  a  moderate  propenfity 
to  laughter,  can  liflen  to  thefe  recitations,  as  they  were  that 
night  delivered,  with  a  grave  countenance,  he  is  welcome  to 
believe^that  the  Edinburgh  audience  laughed  out  of  malice,  and 
not  from  the  mere  impoflibility  of  avoiding  it.  After  all,  how 
ever,  it  does  not  appear  that  thofe  who  laughed  at  the  lecture 
had  a  worfe  opinion  of  it  than  thofe  who  liftened  gravely.  It 
is  uncertain  whether  any  one  of  the  latter  ever  came  back ; 
whereas,  it  is  an  unqueftionable  fa&  that  the  ceflfation  of  Mr 
Thelwall's  exhibition  was  a  fore  difappointment  to  feveral-  of  the 
former  clafs,  and  to  many  of  the  friends  to  whom  they  had 
earneftly  recommended  it.  Mr  Thelwall  may  therefore  confole 
himfelf  with  the  aflurance,  that  there  was  no  confederacy  againfh 
him  among  the  perfons  with  whofe  behaviour  he  was  diiTatisfied 
on  the  firft  night  of  his  lecture,  and  muft  be  contented  with 
imputing  his  want  of  fuccefs  to  the  general  ftupidity,  illiberality, 
and  prejudices  of  this  corrupted  city. 

Something  dill  remains  to  be  faid  of  the  Review  of  Mr 
Thelwall's  life  and  poetry.  To  thofe  who  have  perufed  that 
interefting  performance,  no  explanation  can  be  neceflary ;  but  as 
it  is  fiill  unfortunately  but  little  known  in  this  part  of  the  coun 
try,  it  is  proper  to  give  fome  account  of  the  manner  in  which  it 
has  been  reprefented  by  the  Reviewers. 

As  the  notion  of  a  confederacy  is  altogether  out  of  the  quef- 
tion,  it  is  fcarcely  neteflary  to  mention,  that  the  Reviewer  of  that 
article  has  no  recollection  of  having  feen  Mr  Thelwall's  advertife- 
ment  of  January  1803  ;  and  has  not  met  indeed  with  more  than 
one  perfon  who  has  ever  heard  of  it.  If  there  ha  j  not  been  a  great 
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fcarcity  of  refpe&able  publications,  the  book  would  probably 
have  been  allowed  to  repofe  among  the  trafh  which  accompanied* 
it  v  a,nd  it  was  reviewed,  after  all,  with  fuch  a  degree  of  attention 
as  is  ufually  beftowed  upon  the  more  infignificant  articles. 

Mr  Thelwairs  firft  charge  is,  That  the  reviewers  have  gone 
out  of  their  way  to  attack  an  unpublijbtd  book.  There  is  a  myftery 
in  this  accusation,  which  renders  it  infinitely  more  terrible.  To 
an  unikilful  eye,  this  fame  unpublifhed  book  bears  upon  it  feme 
very  fufpicious  fymptoms  of  publication. 

i/?,  It  is  entercxi  in  Stationers  Hall,  according  to  act  of 
Parliament. 

idly,  It  bears  on  the  title-page  the  names  of  three  London 
bookfellers,  and  one  in  Dublin,  &c.  * 

3<//y,  It  appears  that  the  faid  bookfellers  have  actually  dif- 
pofed  of  one  entire  impreflion;  for  the  Reviewer's  copy  is  marked 
as  the  ficond  edition^  and  Mr  Thelwall  alleges  that  the  fale  in 
June  1802  had  exceeded  1500. 

4/£/jy,  The  price,  being  75.,  i&  annexed,  to  prevent  impofitiorr 
on  the  public. 

$thly*  There  is  mention  made  of  fubfcribers* 

6thly>  It  was  advertifed  as  a  new  publication  in  the  Monthly 
Magazine  for  September  iSoc,  vol.  12.  p.  233,  and  came  down 
MI  the  common  monthly  parcel  for  the  Review. 

Finally,  This  copy  now  lies  on  Mr  Conftable's  counter,  who 
is  boldly  refolved  to  fell  it  openly  as  a  publi(hed  book  to  any  one 
who  will  give  him  the  price  of  it,  and  to  order  another  as  foon 
3$  he  has  been  able  to  difpofe  of  that  which  has  lain  fo  long  on 
his  hands. 

Thefe  circumftances  certainly  afford  a  tolerable  apology  for 
the  miftake  of  the  Reviewers  in  confidering  this  as  a  publifhed 
book,  and  may  induce  the  charitable  part  of  their  readers  to 
believe  that  they  were  not  confcious  of  trefpafling  on  Mr  Thel- 

wall's 

*  «  Sold  by  Weft -and  Hughes,  Paternofter-Row  j  R.  Philips,  St 
«  Paul's  Church-yard ;  and  James  Ridgeway,  Ygrk-Street,  Loodon  ; 
<  J. 
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wall's  private  recreations,  when  they  offered  fome  remarks  upo^n 
this  volume  to  the  public. 

This,  however,  is  but  a  prelude.  The  main  piece  confifts  in 
charging  the  Reviewer  with  having  committed  fomething  more 
than  a  dozen  of  grofs  and  malignant  falsehoods  in  this  fhort 
article.  As  moft  of  the  inflances  are  really  very  curious,  they 
fhall  be  fet  down  as  nearly  as  poflible  in  a  chronological  order. 

i.  The  Reviewer's  firft  malicious  falfehood  confifts,  it  feems, 
in  having  «  flated  as  the  general  chara&eriftic  of  Mr  Thelwall's 
*  boyhood,  that  tardinefs  and  apparent  ineptitude,  which  only 
€  refulted  from  bad  health,  and  grief  for  the  lofs  of  his  father.  ' 
To  this,  there  are  two  anfwerS :  iy?,  The  Reviewer  has  not  re>» 
prefented  this  tardinefs,  &c.  as  the  general  charadteriftic  of  Mr 
Thelwall's  boyhood.  He  has  only  (aid,  upon  the  authority  of 
the  Memoir,  that  he  was  whipped  for  it  at  fchool :  how  long  he 
was  whipped,  or  how  long  he  deferved  to  be  whipped,  the 
Reviewer  has  by  no  means  prefumed  to  determine.  2^,  It  is 
rather  unfortunate  that  Mr  Thelwall,  in  denouncing  this  atrocious 
Calumny  to  the  indignation  of  the  public,  mould  himfelf  have 
fallen  into  a  little  inaccuracy,  which  we  are  afraid  may  injure 
the  effect  of  his  appeal ;  for,  on  looking  at  the  Memoir,  we  find 
that  the  alarming  fymptoms  already  mentioned  are  fo  far  from 
being  confined  to  the  occafion  Mr  Thelwall  alleges,  that  they 
are  exprefsly  faid  to  have  extended  beyond  it.  After  fpecifying 
the  effeas  of  his  grief  and  ill  health,  Mr  Thelwall  fays,  '  This 

*  was  not  the  only  feafon  of  his  boyhood  during  which  his  tardi- 

*  nefs  and  apparent  ineptitude  occafioned  him  to  be  confidered  as 
4  of  a  flow,  and  even  feeble  mind.  '     Memoir,  p.  5. 

2.  The  fecohd  intolerable  falfehood  is,  that  the  Reviewer  has 
deranged  the  natural  order  of  this  precious  biography,  by  tranf- 
pofing  two  of  its  principal  events.  He  has  flated,  that  Mr  Thel 
wall,  when  wearied  of  the  life  of  a  fhopman,  attempted  to  go  on 
the  ftage  before  he  tried  to  become  a  painter  ;  whereas  the  truth 
is,  that  he  tried  to  become  painter  before  he  attempted  to  get  on 
the  ftage  !  As  this -tremendous  charge  appears  from  the  book  to 
be  perfectly  well  founded,  the  friends  of  the  Review  have  no 
thing  for  it,  but  to  hang  their  heads  in  filent  confternation. 
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3«  Tne  third  falfehood  is  ftill  more. abominable.  The  Review 
er  lias  moft  impudently  aflerted,  that  Mr  Thelwall's  confcioufneiV 
of  'want  of  voice  and  want  of  figure,  concurred  to  make  him  re- 
linquifli  his  defigns  upon  the  ftage,  when,  in  fact,  there  is  not 
the  leaft  fhadow  of  pretence  for  fuch  an  inlinuation.  Now, 
though  it  be  true,  that  in  the  fentence  where  Mr  Thelwall  nar 
rates  his  repulfe  from  the  Theatre,  he  glances  only  at  his  want  df 
figure,  yet  it  is  not  lefs  true,  that,  in  the  page  preceding,  it  is 
diftin£Uy  ftated,  that  *  his  voice  and  lungs  ivere  particularly  feeble 

*  and  defeft'we  : '  Memoir,  p.  vi.     And  in  p.  xiii.  it  is  added,  that 

*  he  was  fubjecl:  to  frequent  attacks  of  ailhma  and  inflammation 

*  of  the  lungs. '  * 

4.  The  next  falfehood  is.  dignified  with  the  epithet  of  tranfcend- 
ental)  and  is  quoted  as  an  initance  of*  the  utmoft  limit  of  human- 
turpitude 

*  Such  are  the  only  foundations  for  the  Reviewer's  rafh  infinuation, 
that  Mr  Thelwall  was  confcious  of  want  of  voice.  When  that  voice  was 
heard,  however,  Ivlr  Thelwall  affiires  us,  that  the  cbnfternation  of  the 
whole  junto  was  unfpeakabfe,  and  that  they  could  think  of  nothing  more 
advifeable  than  to  cry  him  down  for  having  too-good  a  voice!  The  eloquence1 
and  the  humility  of  this  part  of  the  epiftle,  tempt  us  to  extract  one  paf- 
fage  :  <  Then,'  fays  Mr  Thelwall,  «  Then — my  fyftem  of  elocution  miril 

*  be  execrable — my  doctrine  of  phyiical  pulsations  and  mufical  proportions 
*'  muft  be  falfe — -my  phyfiological   diftinctiow  of  vocal  and  enunciative 

*  organization  muft  be  trafh — my  difquifitions,  on  accents  and  emphafes- 

*  muft  be  ridiculous  nonfenfe ^-and  my  theory   of  vocal  punctuation, 

*  and  definitions  of  the  powers  and  application  of  the  refpeftive  points 

<  —downright  bladerdafli  \  and  thefe,-  and  every  other  part  of  my  fyf- 
-  *  tem,  ought  to  be  condemned  unheard Becaufe — I  have  an  EXCE-SS 

*  of  voice,  and  lecaufe  the  inflexions  and  varieties  of  that  voice  are  fo  much 

<  more  extenftve  than  tLofe  df  Mr  Cooke,  Mr  Kemble,  and  Mrs  Eften!!!  y 
p.   96.      Mr  Thel\valirs    modefty   has   here  fuggefted   an    accufation, 
-which  would  probably  have  efcaped  the   moft  quickfighted  of  his  ca 
lumniators.     If  any  perfons  mail  be  found  fo  utterly  devoid  of  taile, 

j  candour,  and  judgement,  as  to   aflert,    that  Mr  Thelwall's    '  phyfio- 

*  logical  -diitindtions  of  enunciative    organization,  &c.   &c.    are  traflij, 

«•  nonfenfe.. 


ttlrpitude  and  profligacy.     It  confifts  in  faying,  that  *  Mr  Thet- 

*  wall  had  been  appointed  one  of  the   poll  clerks  to  Mr  Home 

*  Tooke  upon  his  firft  canvafs  for  Weftminfter  j '    whereas  the 
Memoir  affords  no  pretext  for  making   any  ftich  afiertion.     The 
reader  (hall  judge.     On  p.  24.  of  the  Memoir,  it  is  dated  that 
Mr  Thelwall  made  a  fpeech  at  the  Debating  Society,  warmly  re 
probating  the  compromife  that  had  taken  place  between  the  two 
firft  candidates,  and  hoping  that  a  third  candidate  might  come 
forward  and  be  fupported.     Next  day,  he  received  an  intimation 
that  there  would  be  a  third  candidate  ;  and  this  meffage  *  was 
c  accompanied  with  the  unexpected  offer  of  an  appointment  as 

*  one  of  the  poll  clerks  on  that  occafion. '     The  new  candidate 
was  Mr  Home  Tooke  •,  and  Mr  Thelwall  foon  became  fo  entha- 
fiaftic  in  his  favour,  that  he  threw  up  the  fituation  he  had  ac 
cepted,  *  that  he  might  indulge  his  ardour  in  a  laborious  canvafs, 

*  &c.  for  his  favourite  candidate. ' 

Now,  as  it  is  greatly  to  be  feared  that  the  organization  of  a 
Weftminfter  election  is  but  very  imperfectly  underftood  in  this 
remote  part  of  the  empire,  it  is  poifible  enough  that  the  Review 
er  may  have  made  fome  miftake  in  the  reprefentation  he  has  given 
of  this  affair.  Whether  a  poll  clerk  is  appointed  to  one  candi 
date,  or  to  the  whole,  is  a  point  upon  which  Mr  Thelwall  is  no 
doubt  v/ell  qualified  to  illuminate  the  whole  critical  fraternity  ; 
but  that  Mr  Thelwall  was  appointed  in  confequence  of  having 
declared  himfelf  zealoufly  for  the  third  candidate,  cannot  be  de 
nied  j  and  that  he  was  ardently  attached  to  Mr  Tooke's  interest, 
is  more  apparent  from  his  own  narrative  than  from  the  ftate- 
ment  of  the  Reviewer.  It  is  in  the  former  only  that  the  reader 
will  find  it  acknowledged,  that  *  the  temporary  falary  of  245.  a 

*  day  was  no  unwelcome  confideration. ' 
S- 

<  nonfenfe,  and  bladerdafh, '  we  are  rather  inclined  to  fufpecl  that 
they  will  aflign  fome  other  reafon  for  that  opinion,  than  the  unrivalled 
excellence  of  his  voice.  The  Revi ewers  certainly  never  did  think  of 
comparing  him  to  the  eminent  performers  in  queftion  ;  nor  did  they 
conceive  it  poflible  that  fuch  names  ftiouM  be  ^flbciated  with  his,  till 
they  perufed  this  edifying  epiftle. 
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.5-  The  Reviewer's  fifth  falfehood  confifts  hi  reprefenting  die 

time  Mr  Thelwall  fpent  in  an  attorney's  office  as  c  a  very  idle  pe- 

'  riod  of  three  years  and  a  half  -, '  for  which  epithet,  it  is  faid,  nei- 

•  ther  the  text  nor  the  context  afford  the   flighteft  authority.     The 

text  is — c  At  this  profeffion  he  continued  three  years  and  a  half, 

<  fludying  the  poets  and  philofophers  more  than  cafes  and  re- 
'  ports,  and  writing  elegies  and  legendary  tales,  more  frequently 
*  than  declarations   on  the   cafe:'     Memoir,    p.   16.— -  Is   there 
any  attorney  in  the  Lanes,  that  would  defire  a  more  complete 
picture  of  an  idle  apprentice  ? 

6.  The  next  falfehood  that  is  fet  down  in  this  lift  of  the   Re 
viewer's  iniquities,  confifts,  it  feems,  in  having  faid,  '  That  Mr 

<  Thelwall  read  a  paper  in  a  foeiety  of  medical  ftudents,  contain- 

<  ing  fo  undifguifed  a  defence  of  materialifm,  that  it  was  voted 
«  out  of  the  foeiety, '  &c. ;    the  truth  being,  that  Mr  Thelwall 
had  read  feveral  papers  in  that  foeiety,  the  loft  of  which  alone 
was  treated  in  this  ignominious  manner.     It  requires  fome  inge 
nuity  to  find  out  the  falfehood  here.     It  is  not  denied  that  Mr 
Thelwall  did  read  a  paper  which  was  voted  out,  &c.  j  and  that 
is  exactly  what  the  Reviewer  has  ftated.     The  circumftance  of 
other  papers  having  been  previouily  read,  which. did  not  meet 
with  fo  memorable  a  reception,  does  not  feem  naturally  to  affect 
the  correctnefs  of  this  ftatement.     Mr  Thelwall  mould  recollect, 
that  it  is  only  the  charadteriftic,  the  remarkable,  and  the  inftruc- 
tive  paflages  of  his  life,  which  the  Reviewer  has  attempted-  to 
commemorate. 

7.  Another  grievous  falfehood  in  the  Reviewer,  ishis having  faid, 
that  Mr  Thelwall  *  fomewhere  informs  us,  that  upwards  of  two 
thoufand  copies  of  his  book  have  been  difpofed  of. '  It  feems 
Mr  Thelwall  only  faid  upwards  of  fifteen  hundred.  The  num 
ber  was  quite  out  of  the  Reviewer's  recollection,  and  he  could 
not  even  tell  where  he  had  feen  the  afTertion,  till  Mr  Thelwall 
kindly  directed  him  to  the  Monthly  Magazine.  It  is  curious, 
however,  to  find  this  miftake  quoted  as  an  inftance  of  maligni 
ty.  Mr  Thelwall's  aflertion  as  to  the  fale  of  his  book,  is  re- 
peatedy  certainly,  without  the  molt  diftant  infinuation  'again ft 


n 

its  corre&nefs  \  and,  if  credit  is  given  for  the  fak  of  two  thou- 
fand  copies,  inftead  of  fifteen  hundred,  both  the  book  and  the 
author  are  likely  to  gain  in  reputation.  If  the  reviewer  had 
reprefented  Mr  Thelwall  as  having  faid  that  only  Jive  hundred 
trie's  had  been  fold,  there  might  have  been  fome  pretext  for  fuf- 
p?cling  a  wilful  inaccuracy. 

8.  It  would  be  fatiguing  ta  go'  through  all  the  minor  charges  *. 
The  lad  inflance  (hall  be  that  mod  famous  falfehood  which  Mr 
Thelwall,  according  to  his  own  phrafe,  has  emblazoned  in  the 
text  of  his  epiftle,  and  dilated  upon  through  upwards  of  twenty 
pages.  This  charge  purports,  that  the  Reviewer  has  mod  falfe- 
ly  and  bafely  mferted  as  a  quotation  from  Mr  Thel wall's  book, 
certain  fcandalous  and  abominable  words  and  phrafes,  that  are 
not  to  be  found  in  that  exquifite  performance.  The  anfwer  fs, 
that  the  phrafes  in  queftion,  are  nowhere  aflerted  to  be  Mr 
Thelwall's,  and  that  they  are  quoted  only  as  the  Cant  or  'Slang  of 
a  certain  defcription  of  perfons,,  to  whom  Mr  Tiulwall  had 

been 

*  It  is  believed  that  there  are  only  two  more  ;  the  one  is,  that  the 
Reviewer  has  afievted  that  Mr  Thelwall,  during  his  retreat  in  Wales, 
'  was  perfecuted  by  att  his  neighbours  ; '  whereas  it  is  ftated  in  the 
Memoir,  that  fome  of  them  *  came  gradually  to  regard  him  with  lefs 

*  hollility, y  (Memoir,  p.  37.),  and  one  man  actually  conceived  a   fort 
bf  affe&ion  for  him.     The  other  is,  that   Mr  Thelwall's  romance  has 
been  falfely  chara&erifed  as  being  «  full   of  freezing    fpirita  and   longs 

*  about  ale, '  when,  in  reality,   there  is  only  one  fcene  full  of  freezing 
fpirits,   (though  a  freezing  fpirit  is  admitted  to  be  a  material  agent   in 
the  drama),  and  no  more  than  one   entire  fon^  about   ale,  though  the 
praifes  of  that  enlivening  beverage  are  fcattered  through  many  paffages 
of  profe.     The  Reviewers  do   not   think  it  necelfary   to  anfwer  thefe 
dreadful  accufations.     Neither  can  they  admit  that  they  have  attempted, 
in  this  inftance  at  leaft,  to  pra&i  e  the  new  art  which  they  are  faid  to 
have  difcovered,  «  of  enriching  themfelvee,  by  filching  from  others  their 
'  good  names.'    (p.  25.  Note.) — Mr    ohn  Thelwall  has  an  exceeding 
good   name  ;    but  the  Conductors  of  the  Edinburgh   Review,   at  the 
utmoft  height   of  their  envy  and  malice,  never  dreamt  of  enriching^ 
t'biemfclvcs  by  filching  it  from  him. 
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been  prevroufly  aflimiiated. ,  The  entire  paflage  in  the  Review^ 
is  exa£Uy  as  follows  : 

In  every  page  of  this  extraordinary  Memoir,  we  difcover  traces  of 
that  impatience  of  boneft  induftry,  that  prefumptuous  vanity,  and  pre 
carious  principle,  that  have  thrown  fo  many  adventurers  upon  the 
world,  and  drawn  fo  many  females  from  their  plain  work  and  their  em 
broidery,  to  delight  the  public  by  their  beauty  in  the  ftreets,  and  their 
novels  in  the  circulating  library.  They  have  all  *  ardent  tempera 
ments,  '  like  Mr  Thelwall,  <  irritable  feelings,  enthufiaftic  virtues, 
•and  a  noble  contempt  for  mechanical  drudgery,  dull  regularity,  and 
flow-paced  erudition. '  Their  performances  need  no  defcription. 

Now,  it  is  conceived  that  no  one  who  reads  this  pafTage  at 
tentively,  can  ever  fuppofe  that  the  concluding  part  of  it  is  a 
fontence  quoted  from  Mr  Thelwall ;  it  is  a  defcription  of  a  clafs 
of  perfons  of  whom  Mr  Thelwall  had  no  occafion  to  fpeak,  and 
it  defcribes  them  by  a  fele£Uon  of  that  fentimental  jargon  and 
philofophical  gibberifh,  by  the  ufe  of  which  they  are  moft  rea 
dily  diftinguimed.  The  words  are  put  in  inverted  commas,  to 
{how  that  they  are  not  the  Reviewer's  words  :  whcfe  words 
they  originally  were,  it  would  not  be  eafy  to  determine ;  but 
they  are  now  the  common  property  of  the  gang  or  corporation 
whom  they  are  employed  to  charafterife,  and  are  ufed  very  free 
ly  by  mod  of  its  ingenious  members.  Mr  Thelwall  is  clafied  in 
that  corporation,  no  doubt ;  and  no  one  who  reads  his  Memoir, 
will  call  in  queftion  the  juftice  of  the  claflification ;  but  whether 
he  has  actually  made  ufe  of  all  the  appropriate  words  that  are 
here  quoted  fiom  the  vocabulary  of  hisfift,  is  a  queftion  of  no 
importance :  they  are  not  quoted  as  his  words,  but  they  are  ap 
plied  to  him  as  the  words  of  the  novelifts  and  adventurers  whom 
he  is  faid  to  refemble. 

In  this  point  of  view,  it  would  be  of  little  confequence,  al 
though  no  part  of  this  impaffioned  phrafeology  could  b?  found 
in  Mr  Thelwall's  Memoir  :  but  the  truth  is,  that  by  far  the 
greater  part  of  it  is  to  be  found  there,  and  much  more  than 
enough  to  fatisfy  the  reader,  independently  of  other  evidence, 
that  the  Reviewer  has  judicioufly  clafled  him  with  perfons  of  a 
kindred  tafte  and  difpofition.  In  the  beginning  of  the  life,  for 

inftance, 
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inftance,  we  have  (  the  ardent  and  independent  fpirit  who  is 
(  the  fubje£t  of  this  Memoir'  (p.  8.),;  and  we  foon  hear  abund 
antly  of  *  his  over  irritable  nerves'  (p.  9.)  ;  his  *  feelings  which 

*  enthufiafm  perfuaded  him  were  the  badges  of  intellect,  and 

*  the   diftin£Uons  of  virtue'  (p.  17.);    the  *  irritability  of  his 
s  mind'    (p.   38. )j    his    *  enthufiafm'  and   his  '  temperament* 
(p.  42.)  *,  his  '  diftafte  for  bufinefs '  (p.  7.)  ;  and  *  his  indigna- 
f  tion  and  abhorrence  of  his  trade. '     (p.  13.)  &c.  &c. 

But  the  Reviewer  has  ftill  fomething  more  to  anfwer  for  in 
this  unfortunate  paragraph.  Mr  Thelwall  maintains,  that  he  has 
never,  in  all  his  life,  given  any  indication  of  impatience  of  ho 
ned  induftry,  prefumptuous  vanity,  or  precarious  principle ;  and 
that  to  afcribe  thofe  diipofitions  to  him,  is  therefore  a  flagrant 
breach  of  veracity  as  well  as  of  chanty.  All  this,  no  doubt,  is 
matter  of  opinion  ;  and  Mr  Thelwall  is  probably  quite  as  fmcere 
in  his  encomium  upon  himfelf,  as  the  Reviewers  undoubtedly 
were  in  the  obfervations  that  called  it  forth.  They  can  by  no 
means  pretend,  indeed,  to  fo  intimate  a  knowledge  of  the  fub- 
jccl:  ;  but  there  are  fome  facts  upon  record  that  fecin  partly  to 
juftify  their  infmuations.  There  are  fevere  and  vulgar  perfons 
in  the  world,  perhaps,  befides  the  Reviewers,  who  would  be  apt 
to  call  in  queftion  the  induftry  of  a  youth  who,  before  the  age 
of  twenty-two,  had  fucceflively  broken  his  indentures  to  three 
regular  profeffions,  purely  becaufe  he  had  an  f  abhorrence  of 
f  trade, '  and  c  a  diftafte  for  drudgery ; '  and  who  has  fmce  lived 
as  an  Itinerant  Lecturer  on  Politics,  Hiftory,  and  Elocution.  Of 
vanity,  it  is  to  be  feared,  few,  even  of  Mr  Thelwall's  admirers, 
will  acquit  him  ;  and  if  the  imputation  be  riot  juftified  by  the 
epithets  already  quoted  from  the  Memoir,  it  can  only  be  necef- 
.  fary  for  the  reader  to  recollect  that  this  is  the  fecond  time  the 
public  has  been  favoured  with  the  hiilory  of  an  individual  who 
is  notorious  only  for  thofe  adventures  which  his  enemies  alone 
flioiild  wiQi  to  be  remembered  *. 

As 

*  If  Mr  Thelwall  had  not,  with  a  rare  mixture  of  vanity  and  bad 
tafte,  obtruded  on  the  world  a  bombaftic  account  of  his  profeflions  and 

difgraces, 
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As.  to  precarious  principle,  the  Reviewers  are  fully  aware  that 
th-e  phrafe  is  fomewhat  objectionable.  The  Champion  of  Mate- 
rialifm,  the  Orator  of  Chalk  Farm,  and  the  Committee  Man  of 
vthe  London  Correfponding  Society,  will  probably  be  thought  by 
moft  people  to  deferve  a  more  decided  epithet.  But,  upon  ma 
ture  deliberation,  the  Reviewers  are  ftill  inclined,  for  their  own 
par'/  to  retain  the  language  they  originally  employed. 

For  Mr  Thelwall's  general  flrictures  on  the  literary  merits  of 
the  EDINBURGH  REVIEW,  the  Conductors  arc  greatly  obliged  to 
him.  The  work  has  unqueftionably  many  faults,  and  verbal  in 
accuracies,  in  great  numbers.  A  few  of  thofe  which  Mr  Thelwall 

has 

difgraces,  the  Reviewers  moft  certainly  would  never  have  dragged  them 
into  notice.  Genius,  they  agree  with  him,  muft  command  refpect  in 
every  fituation  ;  and  where  it  has  to  ftruggle  with  unfortunate  circum- 
ftances,  it  is  entitled  to  a  double  {hare  of  veneration  and  indulgence  : 
But  though  Franklin  was  a  tradefman,  it  does  not  fellow  that  every 
tradefman  mould  be  a  Franklin  ;  nor  is  it  abfoliU  j<y  \;  lawful  to  laugh 
at  thofe  whom  the  fplendour  of  fuch  examples  h*.s  feduced  from  their 
natural  deftination.  For  Mr  Thelwall's  family  afTucucns,  and  the  em- 
barraffments  which  his  *  diilafte  for  drudgery  '  has  brought  on  the  inno 
cent  perfons  with  whom  he  is  connected,  the  Reviewers  certainly  feel 
the  moft  fincere  eompafiion.  If  they  were  capable  of  making  thefe 
cir«imftances  a  fubject  of  derifion,  they  would  deferve  nearly  all  the 
abufe  which  Mr  Thelwall  has  poured  out  againft  them.  But  though 
they  were  not  called  upon,  in  their  Review  of  Mr  Thelwall' s  book,  to 
exprefs  any  fentiments  of  this  nature,  it  is  rather  remarkable  that  the 
concluding  fentence  of  that  Review,  to  which  Mr  Thelwall  has  care 
fully  avoided  all  allufion  in  his  Letter,  mould  be  in  thefe  words  : 

*  Middling  as  Mr  T.'s  poetry  is,  however,  we  mall  be  happy  to  find  that 

*  it  affords  him  a  fubfiftence  ;  becaufe  it  is  ?.  great  deal  better  than  his 

*  politics.     There  are  fome  pafTages  in  the  Lamentation  for  his  Daugh- 

*  ter's  Death   that  are  written  with  tendernefs  and  effect ;  and,   if  he 
'  will  renounce  all  pretenfions  to   epic  and  dramatic  fame,  and  publim 
'  his  next   volume  of   Effulions   without   any    Prefatory   Memoir,    we 
<  fhall  be  glad  to  hear  that  he  has  fold  four  thoufand  of  them,  inftead 

*  of  two.  '     It  certainly  is  not  very  likely  that  thefe  writers  mould  now 
laugh  at  Mr  Thelwall's  paternal  forrows,  or  confederate  to  deprive  hiin, 
of  fubfiftence, 


has  pointed  out,  have  been  marked  for  correction  in  the  Edition* 
which  is  now  in  the  Prefs,  and  the  reft  fhall  be  amended  as  foon  as 
the  Conductors  are  fatisfied  that  Mr  Thelwall's  proficiency  in  gram 
mar  is  equal  to  his  zeal  for  the  corre£tnefs  of  their  publication.  It 
is  to  be  lamented,  however,  that  his  information  as  to  the  Conduc 
tors  of  the  Work,  and  the  authors  of  the  different  articles,  mould 
be  fo  extremely  inaccurate  ;  though  the  miftakes  he  has  com 
mitted  upon  this  fubjecl:  are  exceflively  amufing  to  the  fmall 
number  of  perfons  who  are  in  poflettion  of  the  fecret.  The 
Reviewers  are  forry  that  they  cannot  feel  fo  much  warmth  in 
the  defence  of  their  work,  as  Mr  Thelwall  has  {ho\yn  in  attack 
ing  it.  It  is  a  fecondary  object  with  all  of  them,  and  was  under 
taken  more  for  the  purpofe  of  amufement,  and  of  collecting  the 
fcattered  literature  of  the  place,  than  from  any  other  motive. 
It  has  fucceeded  far  beyond  their  expectations,  and  probably  will 
not  be  altogether  annihilated  by  Mr  Thelwall's  tremendous  de 
nunciations. 

Upon  the  whole,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  this  fhort  ftatement 
of  the  fafts  will  enable  Mr  Thelwall  to  regain  his  ufual  tran 
quillity  of  fpirits,  and  fet  his  mind  at  eafe  from  the  dread  of 
Scotim  confpiracy  and  malignity.  It  is  rather  mortifying,  in 
deed,  to  the  pride  of  philofophy,  to  obferve  how  little  Mr  Thel 
wall  feems  to  have  profited  from  his  long  experience  of  perfe- 
cution  and  abufe.  After  having  had  his  chair  and  defk  overturned 
by  the  peace-officers  in  the  Borough  (p.  25.)  :  After  being  nearly- 
murdered  at  Yarmouth,  Lynn,  Wilbeach,  Norwich,  Stockport,  and 
Darby,  (at  the  firft  of  which  places  he  was  nearly  carried  off  to 
Kamtfchatka  (p.  30.),  and  being  pummelled  and  pelted  *  through 


*  Thefe  are  not  exactly  Mr  Thelwall's  words — he  only  fays  «  that 
'  he  was  aflailed  at  Afhby  de  la  Zouch  by  a  mob  of  foldiers  and  loofe 
'  people,  againlt  whom  he  was  obliged  to  maintain   his   ground  fingly 
*  for    a  conliderable    time.  *     But    the  exprefiion   is   given    as  in  the 
text,   on  the   authority  of  a  celebrated  poet,  who  has  already  immor-: 
talized  this  part  of  the  philofopher's  fufferings. 
'  Thelwall,  and  ye  that  lecture  as  you  go, 
f  And  for  your  pains  get  pelted,  praife  Lepaux. ' 

POETRY  OF 


*  >'  (P.  30.);  and  <      £* 
»<Wc  royaKft  at  LJ^ 
c  ftouldtake  it  fo  vioLn!y   ro 
faugh  at  his  Book,  and      "  ' 

ures.     Such  a  ' 

^ve  fteeled  his  heart  againft 
^  ^k  wMl  fome  4ee 

««  w,th  the  payment  of  3S    6d    f 
^e^i,  a  f£w  half-fupp^d  :- 
Performance,     The  deJinquents  I 

«  «  for  SST3CT 
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,  that  tfere  VaS  neith          ;  tey  M"   afi"ure 

that  they  will  ,a     h  M  JT   jj'  ""f  malice  in  the  bufinefs, 
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